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REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-7 are ' currently pending in this application. 
Claims 4-7 have been allowed. withdrawn claims 8-19 hove been 
canceled. In view oi: the above amendments and remarks that 
follow, Applicant respectfully request* recc-nsiderat ion, 
reexamination, and an early indication oi allowance of claims 1- 
7 . 

. claims 1-2 are rejected under 3S u.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Silberfenig (U.S. Patent No. 6,243,594) in. 
view of Komiya (IKS. Patent Wo. 6.510.208). Applicant 
respectfully traverses this rejection. 

The Examiner contends that Silberlenig discloses all of the 
limitations in claims 1 and 2 except that Silberfenig does not 
disclose "a method of file header generation for generating 
headers for recorded speech files and the uplinfc signal carrying 
a first speech frame transmitted by the mobile set to a «econd 
device during a voice conversation" and "the downlink signal 
carrying a second speech frame received by the mobile set from 
the second device during the voice conversation." (Office 
action. section 3, par. 5) . The Examiner relics on the 
disclosure in Komiya of a telephone apparatus with a memory for 
recording compressed voice messages to make up for the 
d e t i c i ci icy in S i 1 be r f en i g . 

Applicant submits that the combination of SilberCanig and 
Komiya is not proper because a person of skill in the art would 
have had no motivation or suggestion to make such *s 
combination. Th« Examiner relies on PIG. 3 and the disclosure 
in column 5, line 5» to column 6, line 20 of Komiya to contend 
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that-. it teaches M a method Ol" f .! ie header generation for 
generating headers lor recorded speech files" and the limitation 
ot "the uplink sign* 3 carrying a first speech frame . . ♦ and 
the downlink signal carrying a second speech frame . . . " as is 
recited in claims 1 and /or 2. 

In the section relied on by the Examiner, Komiya teaches 
that audio data is compressed into packets, and that <*ach packet 
is divided into .frames with each frame being identified by a 
packet ID. The audio data that is compressed and identified by 
the packet It) in Komiya is digital audio data. The audio data 
being recorded in Silberfonig, however, is a nalog ; audio signal r, . 
The analog audio signals in Si Iberfenig are stored in an analog 
memory chip. Thus the frames arid packet .1. Us 0 i.s closed in Komiya 
are not applicable to analog audio signals disclosed in 
Si. '.! berf enig, 

Tn fact, Silberfenig L eaches aw ay trom the use of any 
d i g i t a 1 a u d i o da t a : 

"While prior art memory d« vices use digital 
technology, the present invention preferably uses 
an analog memory chip 28 . An analog memory chip 
2 8 is preferred because using a system that is 
entirely analog does not require the analog to 
digital, and digital, to analog converters required 
by a digital memory chip 28. The memory chip "28 
of this combination 10 therefore also does not 
r ' equ i. re a cen t r a 1 processing unit ( " C P U " ) ch i p . 
This savings in space if; critical in cellular 
telephones because r.he market demands extremely 
small and lightweight cellular telephones . " (Col. 
4, line* 46-S1) . 
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Even if. arwondo, the combination of Silberfenly and 
Komiya were proper, Applicant submits thai, such a combination 
still fails to teach or suggest ail of the 1 imitations ol claims 
1 and 2 . 

Claim 1 recites "an uplink /down! i nk switch for we J acting 
speech frames from either an uplink or a downlink signal." The 
Examiner contends that Silberfwig discloses this limitation in 
figures 1 and 2, and column 3, lines 22-42. However, noith«r 
the record switch nor the mute switch disclosed in this portion 
of Silberfenig are for "selecting speech frames." Instead, the 
record switch controls the circuit between the disclosed memory 
chip and the microphone so that " Iwlhen a record button 30 moves 
the record switch 32 from a non-recording position to a 
recording position, the circuit between the microphone 13 and 
the memory chip 2R is completed and sounds detected by the 
microphone 13, such as at least one verbal note made by a user 
5, ore recorded on the memory chip 28. - (Col. 4, lines 57-63) . 
With regards to the mute switch, the mute switch either engages 
or disengages the microphone to a transmitter/receiver based on 
the operation of a mute button so that when the microphone is 
disengaged, the user can record verbal notes on the memory chip 
without transmitting it to a recipient through the 
transmitter/receiver. (Co. 6, lines 3-14). Accordingly, 

Applicant submits that claim 1 is in condition for allowance. 

Claim 2 recites "controlling a processor to identity speech 
containing time fra mes from at least one uplink and at least one 
downlink signal," (Emphasis added). There is no indication 
that the audio signals that are recorded in the devices 
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disclosed in Silberfenig and Kornlya Are "speech conta i n i ncj time 
frames" as is required by claim 2. 

Cl«im 2 also recites "recording the speech containing time 
frames from said uplink and said downlink signals ouch that each 
time frame is recorded sequentially with a time* stamp Cor each 
time I ret me." This limitation is also not taught or suggested by 
either Si. Ibertcnig or Kotniya. 

To Silberfenig, only verbal noty$ generated by a user of 
the recording phone are 'stored. Sil berfenig frails to teach or 
suggest, "recording this speech . . . from said downlink signals ■ 
where the "downlink signal' 1 carries "a second speech frame 
received by the mobile set from the second device during the 
voice conversation" as is recited in claim 2. In tact. 
Silberfenig teaches away from a device that records such 
" c;i o w n 1 i nk & i g n a 1 s : " 

"The memory chip 2B is preferably not opera tively 
connected to the transmit ter /receiver 20, as ' IJ 
the prior art. By not connecting the memory chip 
28 to the transmit ter /receiver 20, this 
combination 10 allows the user 5 to record his or 
her own at least one verbal note, without 
inadvertently recording the other user 5. Since 
privacy is a big concern in today's society and 
the unauthorised recording oC a conversation is 
illegal, this feature is an important element of: 
this invention." (Col. 5, linos 13-21). 

Conversely, in KOHtiya , only messages incoming to the 
recording phone arc stored. That is, Komi y a does not teach or 
suggest "recording the speech . . - from said HP_iink . 
signals" where the "uplink signal" carries "a first speech frame 
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tranami tfced by Che mobile cot to a second device during a voice 
conversation . - The device in Komiya is simply an answering 
machine integrated into the cellular phone which allows a caller 
to leave a message when the calico is unable to answer the call . 
Thus, Applicant submits that claim 2 it; also in condition for 
allowance. 

Claim 3 is rejected under . 3b U.S.C. 103 (a} as being 
unpatentable over Siiberienig in view of Komiya and further in 
view of Fox et al . (U.S. Patent NO - 6.06-3,792). Applicant 
submits that claim 3 is also in condition for allowance because 
it. depends on an allowable base claim, and for the additional 
limitations that it contains. 

•jn view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 1. - 
, in addition to the a J ready allowed" claims 4 • 7 . 

R ft s pe c 1 1 u 11 y £ ubm i 1 1 e d , 
CHRISTIE , PARKER & HALE, LLP 


By >. ,l . . 

Oo^e^hir^-: E . Ctfan\cj 

Rep) J Wo I 4 6, 083. / 
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